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hoped that no Gotham-like system of restrictions will be considered sufficient to
shut out the Indian trader.
He then says :
It is not from any racial feeling, or from views of health or sanitation, or morality,
or any other semi-sentimental ground. Those who know the Asiatic believe
it is better for South Africa that he should remain outside. It is a precaution
dictated by the instinct of self-preservation.
The writer then adduces reasons why he considers the Indians as dangerous,
and this is the reason:
Place 100,000 natives of India on an uninhabited South-Sea Island and 100,000
Kaffirs on another. Leave them alone for a century to work out their own sal-
vation. At the end of that period, you would find the Kaffirs indulging in a
beer drink in a mud village, and the Indians would have founded a kingdom,
have built some cities, have formed a fleet of ships, and opened out trade with
other lands, and evolved a civilisation and a religion equal in many ways to
any found in the West.
Now, this kind of argument is very seductive. The writer has evidently
overlooked some important facts, as also the experience of history. We
have it on Mr. Lyttelton's authority that South Africa is not the white
man's country, and so long as the great numerical inequality between the
Europeans and the Kaffirs continues to remain in favour of the latter,
it is passing strange how any man could call South Africa a white man's
country. Mr. Lyttelton, only the other day, said that, had it not been
so, he would never have consented to introduce the Chinese into the Trans-
vaal. It cannot be denied that, rightly or wrongly, the white man wishes
to begin and end as a boss in South Africa. He would not perform manual
work. Under the circumstances, the Kaffirs must play a very important
part in the economy of South Africa, and so long as such a condition of
affairs prevails in South Africa, the brown man must find a place. Had
it not been so, he would certainly never have come to South Africa. The
writer has instanced East Africa to show how it has been overrun by Indians.
The statement is misleading in that it is not true in the manner it is in-
tended. That is to say, there has been no displacement of the white man
by the Indian in East Africa. There the nature of the climate and the soil
has failed to attract white settlers, and so the Indian has been encouraged
to develop the country. The praise showered on the Indians by the writer
is flattering to the Indian mind, but it is utterly misleading. We would
indeed wish that all the praise was well deserved. While there is a great
deal of truth in it, we must confess that, when the Europeans and the Indians
have come in contact, the former have shown superior organising ability,
probably superior communal spirit, and superior foresight. The result
is that the Indian has occupied, as a class, a subordinate position. Why
has not the writer taken Europe first as an example ? There Indian immig-
ration is totally unrestricted, and yet the Indian has not been able to
displace a single white man. The reason is obvious. There is no use or
demand for him there. In South Africa, on the other hand, there are things
which the white man would not do, and the Kaffir could not do. It has,
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